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more fully under the protection of the ordinary courts
than in France had resulted in freeing the officials more
completely from all control; for, except when strong
political motives come into play, arbitrary conduct on
the part of the French officials is restrained by the
administrative courts. This state of the law in Italy
gave rise to bitter complaints, but it lasted until 1877,
when the decision of conflicts, as they are called, or
Administra- disputes about jurisdiction between the ad-
tive courts. ministration and the courts, was transferred
to the Court of Cassation at Rome.1 Still there was
no system of administrative justice, and hence, however
illegal, and however much in excess of the authority of
the official who made it, a decree, ordinance, or other
act might be, no redress could be obtained from any tri-
bunal unless it could be shown that an actual legal right
was violated.2 This omission in the judicial system was
finally supplied by the statutes of 1889 and 1890,
which reorganized the Council of State, created a spe-
cial section of it to act as an administrative court, and
conferred an inferior administrative jurisdiction on the
provincial giunta.3 In order to give the council a con-
siderable degree of independence, it was provided at
the same time that the members, whose number is lim-
ited, should be retired only on account of sickness and
removed only for breach of duty, and in each case only
after hearing the opinion of the Council of State itself.4

1  Law of March 31, 1877 (Manual of Deps. 1892, p. 374).

2  Cf. Brusa, pp. 247-50.

3  These acts, June 2,1889, and May 1,1890, are printed in the Manual
for 1892, at pp. 357 and 377.

4  Act of June 2,1889, Art. 4.